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') Public social expenditure

Public social protection expenditure as % of GDP, 2024 or latest year
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Income inequality

Gini coefficient of disposable income inequality, 2022 or latest year, total population
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3) Children living in relative income poverty

% of children (0-17) living in families with income below the poverty line, 2022 or latest year
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Youth not in employment, education or training é)

% of 15-29 year-olds, who are not in employment, education or training (NEETs), 2023 or latest year
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-» Total fertility rates

Number of children per woman aged 15 to 49, 1980 and 2023 or latest year
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Population ageing >
Number of people aged 65 and older, per 100 people of working-age (20-64), projected for 2024 and 2064
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7) Labour force participation by gender

Labour force in % of the population, 25-54 years old, by gender, 2023 or latest year
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Gender wage gap

Difference between median earnings of men and women, as % of median earnings of men,
Full-time employees, 2023 or latest year
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9) Unpaid work for women and men

Amount of daily unpaid work for women and men (15-64) , in hours, 2022 or latest year
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Adequacy of last-resort safety nets )

Maximum benefit levels of social assistance benefits, in percentage of median disposable income, for
a couple with two children and a single person living in a rented accomodation, in 2024 or latest year
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Perceptions of the accessibility of public benefits

Distribution of responses to the statement "I feel I could easily receive public benefits if I needed them”,

18-64 year olds, 2024
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Note: Respondents were asked “To what degree do you agree or disagree with the following statements? I feel I could easily receive
public benefits if I needed them”. Response options were: 1. Strongly disagree, 2. Disagree, 3. Neither agree nor disagree, 4. Agree, 5.
Strongly agree, 6. Can't choose. RTM-27 refers to the unweighted average for the 27 OECD countries participating in OECD RTM 2024.
Source: OECD Secretariat estimates based on the OECD Risks That Matter survey 2024 (with URL: http://oe.cd/rtm).
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Perceptions of impact of Artificial Intelligence 12)

Percentage of respondents who believe the following outcomes are likely or very likely as a result of AL, 2024
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Note: Figure present the response choices with the highest share of respondents who report “likely” or “very likely” in response to the following question:
“Thinking about the effects of artificial intelligence (AI) in the labour market, how likely do you think the following are in [country] over the next 5 to 10 years? a. Al
technology will lead to a rise in income inequality; b. Al technology will allow most people to have more free time; c. Al technology will allow most people to have
less boring, repetitive, stressful or mentally demanding jobs; d. Al technology will create more jobs; e. Al technology will lead to higher levels of unemployment; f. Al
technology will lead to more surveillance at work; and g. Al technology will require many people to re-train for different jobs”. Respondents could choose between:
“Very unlikely”, “Unlikely”, “Likely”, “Very likely”, “Can’t choose.” RTM data include respondents aged 18-64. Source: OECD Risks that Matter Survey 2024.



) Perceptions of inequality

Percentage of respondents thinking that inequality is far too high or too high in their country,
by domain of inequality, 2022
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Note: Respondents were asked the question: “Thinking about different types of inequality, please indicate whether you think that each
of the following is too high or too low in your country”. The different types of inequality were randomly ordered across respondents.
Data from the Opportunities module include respondents aged 18-64.

Source: Opportunities module of the OECD Risks that Matter Survey 2022, http://oe.cd/rtm.
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Housing cost overburden

Share of population in the bottom quintile of the income distribution spending more than 40% of disposable
income on mortgage and rent, by tenure, in percent, 2022 or latest year
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=) Old-age poverty by gender

Relative income poverty among over 65 year-olds, by gender, 2022 or latest year
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Note: Relative income poverty refers to an income below 50% of the
national median equivalised disposable income.
Source: OECD (2024) Income Distribution Database, http://oe.cd/idd.
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